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This is a FIRST submission of items concerning a filing under 35 U.S.C. 371 . 

This is a SECOND or SUBSEQUENT submission of items concerning a filing under 35 U.S.C. 371. 

This is an express request to begin national examination procedures (35 U.S.C. 371(f)) at any time rather than delay 
examination until the expiration of the applicable time limit set in 35 U.S.C. 371(b) and PCT Articles 22 and 39(1). 
A proper Demand for International Preliminary Examination was made by the 19th month from the earliest claimed priority date. 
A copy of the International Application as filed (35 U.S.C. 371 (c) (2)) 

a. □ is transmitted herewith (required only if not transmitted by the International Bureau). 

b. Kl has been transmitted by the International Bureau. 

c. □ is not required, as the application was filed in the United States Receiving Office (RO/US). 
A translation of the International Application into English (35 U.S.C. 371(c)(2)). 

A copy of the International Search Report (PCT/ISA/210). 

Amendments to the claims of the International Application under PCT Article 19 (35 U.S.C. 371 (c)(3)) 

a. □ are transmitted herewith (required only if not transmitted by the International Bureau). 

b. □ have been transmitted by the International Bureau. 

c. □ have not been made; however, the time limit for making such amendments has NOT expired. 

d. O have not been made and will not be made. 

A translation of the amendments to the claims under PCT Article 19 (35 U.S.C. 371(c)(3)). 

An oath or declaration of the inventor(s) (35 U.S.C. 371 (c)(4)). 

A copy of the International Preliminary Examination Report (PCT/IPEA/409). 

A translation of the annexes to the International Preliminary Examination Report under PCT Article 36 
(35 U.S.C. 371 (c)(5)). 

13 to 18 below concern document(s) or information included: 

An Information Disclosure Statement under 37 CFR 1.97 and 1.98. 

An assignment document for recording. A separate cover sheet in compliance with 37 CFR 3.28 and 3.31 is included. 
A FIRST preliminary amendment. 

A SECOND or SUBSEQUENT preliminary amendment. 
A substitute specification. 

A change of power of attorney and/or address letter. 
Certificate of Mailing by Express Mail 

Other items or information: 



Request for Consideration of Documents Cited in International Search Report 

Notice of Priority 

Form PTO 1449 

List of Related Cases 

Marked -up Specification 

Response to Petition Under 37 CFR 1.182 
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U.S. APPLIGAXlOl^Na (£KN0i^^EJy7 CE|^^ 


nsJTFRNATIONAL APPLICATION NO ^fe] ATTORNEY'S DOCKET NUMBER 
PCT/EP98/07740 9847-0058-6X PCT 


20. The following fees are submitted:. 
BASIC NATIONAL FEE ( 37 CFR 1.492 (a) (1) - (5)) : 

B) Search Report has been prepared by the EPO or JPO $840.00 

□ International preliminary examination fee paid to USPTO (37 CFR 1 .482) 

1 $670. UU 

□ No international preliminary examination fee paid to USPTO (37 CFR 1.482) 

but international search fee paid to USPTO (37 CFR 1 .445(a)(2)) $760.0( 

□ Neither international preliminary examination fee (37 CFR 1 .482) nor 

international search fee (37 CFR 1 .445(a)(2) paid to USPTO $970.00 

1 □ International preliminary examination fee paid to USPTO (37 CFR 1.482) 

1 and all claims satisfied provisions of PCT Article 33(2)-(4) $96.00 

ENTER APPROPRIATE BASIC FEE AMOUNT = 


) 

> 


CALCULATIONS PTO USE ONLY 




$840.00 




Isurcharge of $130.00 for furnishing the oath or declaration later than □ 20 Kl 30 
lmnnth<= fmm the earliest claimed priority date (37 CFR 1.492 (e)). 


$130.00 




| CLAIMS 


NUMBER FILED 


NUMBER EXTRA 


RATE 






■Total claims 


43 - 20 = 


23 


x $18.00 


$414.00 




independent claims 


3 - 3 = 


0 


x $78.00 


$0.00 






t riQim<: (check if annlicableY 


□ 


$0.00 




1 | TOTAL OF ABOVE CALCULATIONS 




$1,384.00 




deduction of 1/2 for filing by small entity, if applicable. Verified Small Entity Statement 
|must also be filed (Note 37 CFR 1.9, 1.27, 1.28) (check if applicable). 

1 — ■ " " OTTUTHTAI 


□ 


$0.00 
$1,384.00 




|processing fee of $130.00 for furnishing the English translation plater than □ 20 □ 30 
|months from the earliest claimed priority date (37 CFR 1.492 (1)). 

1 ' rrrtT a t xTi T'wrATM A T ITITTr = 


$0.00 
$1,384.00 




■ 1U1 r\A-J lit*. ■!■ IV" ^^.M^l » M^M^l 

tee for recording the enclosed assignment (37 CFR 1 .2 1(h)). The assignment must be 
laccornpanied by an appropriate cover sheet (37 CFR 3.28, 3.31) (check if applicable). 

1— rr^rr a t TmT?Q TTIM/^T Hern 


□ 


$0.00 
$1,384.00 






Amount to be: 
refunded 


$ 


charged 


$ 



to cover the above fees is enclosed, 
in the amount of 



to cover the above fees. 



BJ A check in the amount of $1,384.00 

□ Please charge my Deposit Account No. 

A duplicate copy of this sheet is enclosed. 

B The Commissioner is hereby authorized to charge any fees which may be required, or credit any overpayment 
to Deposit Account No. 15-0030 A duplicate copy of this sheet is enclosed. 

InOTE- Where an appropriate time limit under 37 CFR 1.494 or 1.495 has not been met, a petition to revive (37 CFR 
11.137(a) or (b)) must be filed and granted to restore the application to pending status^ 

■SEND ALL CORRESPONDENCE TO: 



I OBLON, SPIVAK, McCLELLAND, MAIER & NEUSTADT, P.C. 
I Crystal Square Five, Fourth Floor 
1755 Jefferson Davis Highway 
Arlington, Virginia 22202 
| 703-413-3000 

WILLIAM E. BEAUMONT 
REGISTRATION NUMBER 30,996 




SIGNATURE 
Gregory J. Maier 



NAME 
25,599 



REGISTRATION NUMBER 

Ucuu £Z 199Q 



DATE 



09/554912 

-6XPCT A 

— SZffUc'd PCT/PTO 22 MAY 2000 

FV THF UNITED STATES PATENT AN D TRADEMARK OFFICE 
IN RE APPLICATION OF: Par HOLMBERG, et al. 

SERIAL NUMBER: NEW U.S. PCT APPLICATION (based on PCT/EP98/07740) 

FILED: HEREWITH 

FOR: MAGNETIC ENERGY STORAGE 

pyQTTFST FOR CONSIDERATION OF DOCUMENTS 
CITED IN INTERNATIONAL SEARCH REPORT 

Assistant Commissioner for Patents 
Washington, D.C. 20231 

In the matter of the above-identified application for patent, notice is hereby given that 
applicants) request that the Examiner consider the documents cited in the International Search 
Report according to MPEP §609 and so indicate by a statement in the first Office Action that 
the information has been considered. When the Form PCT/DO/EO/903 indicates both the search 
report and copies of the documents are present in the national stage file, there is no requirement 
for the applicants) to submit them (1 156 O.G. 91 November 23, 1993). 

Respectfully submitted, 

OBLON, SPIVAK, McCLELLAND, 
MAIER & NEUSTADT, P.C. 




gy J. Maier 

WILLIAM E. BEAUMONT Attorney of Record 
REGISTRATION NUMBER 30,996 Registration No. 25,599 

Bradley D. Lytle 
Registration No. 40,073 



Fourth Floor 

1755 Jefferson Davis Highway 
Arlington, Virginia 22202 
(703) 413-3000 
Fax No. (703) 413-2220 
(OSMMN 1/97) 
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In re Application of 
Mats Leijon, et al 
Application No. 09/147,325 
Filed: February 17, 1999 
Attorney Docket No. 9847-0001- 



RESPONSE TO PETITION UNDER 
37 CFR 1.182 SEEKING SPECIAL 
TREATMENT RELATING TO AN 
ELECTRONIC SEARCH TOOL, AND 
DECISION ON PETITION UNDER 
fl ? FR 1 - 183 SEEKING WAIVER 
OF REQUIREMENTS UNDER 37 CFR 
1 . 98 

Information Disclosure St a ?™«2 cu frent requirements for 

the need to file mu^Lfe ll^lt^^ 37 CFR - 1 - 98 ir > view of 

aspects of a particular inSn^on ^he^'^j^ t0 diff «^nt 

as two separate petitions- 1 5^2; ?® Petition will be treated 

relating to submission of* an e^tronJc "° n 37 CFR "- 182 ' 

to protect proprietary information • 3rCh t °°- 1 and the n eed 

under 37 CFR 1.183, requeuing relief ES'i^V SeC ° nd P e ^tion 

^■^i^iSS rSu r e 3 cou C r FR e!' 182 " ^ 

The petition under 37 cfr i tqo 

copies of IDS citations in a hfl^ the S ? bmissi °n °f 3 paper 
the extent set fo?tS Celow. h ° ldlng W^cation is Granted to 

The Decision is set forth in five parts: 
fart i. Background 

Part II. Petition Under 37 CFR 1 182 

Search Tool 
Part in. Petition Under 37 CFR l 183 



DEC 0 3 1999 ^ 



Electronic 
Paper Copies 



obion, spivak, McClelland 
maier & neustadt, p.c. 



. Applicat io_n_._No : _09/l^| 25 



p « v. Further Correspondence 



submitted that l^ts^f J"^ 011 W-cSSSrJ^f?^ ^pec^s of 
documents, and 3 J h 9 U ' S - Patents, 3I9 i*t t3 : 0n Li *t has been 
Additionally, a li2 *f ^ferences fo^ * 6 *5 °fexg n patent 
containing Si D s !„°f • related has h^ 1 ° f 671 citations 

copies have not bee PPhcations a "d I 2 ??T ^ °i f^^ed 
of the citati^s^the^-j 11 the ^-S^f J"™ ■ ^per 
37 cW l. 56{b) (1) - "^x- related c.^^- of any 

information thit ^^jf^^^closure to the o^- 
other information establls hes, by itself ^ e .° fflc e of 

1.97 and !. 98; 3? nt F Uos, ^ , he manner ^^-tion 
Petitioner asks » r u , k ^ l 

an individual xs 0ffice PMctW„S?\ 0f * la » 

question coSfrns th» J - To the «rten? ?h« ln r? sti 9«e the 
rule 56 permits f h? f orm in "Uch the d)^ Pet itioner' s 

electronic fo™ a a s d " cl °*«e i„ . coXa^^"^ Pr ° Vided - 

^ paper and 

Petitioner i 
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ITs^c? 1 ^ 33 S6t f ° rth ±n the rulel - information identified by 
U.S. or foreign examiners in any of the related n q a „n , f ". y 

applications would be cited in each of^'re^te^U.S * f ° reign 

lcaions ; 2 In addition, Petitioner seeks to submit "other 
information m each of the related U.S. applications? such as all 
(uLruI P r dl H g . U ' S : a PP licatio ^ that relate to the Invention 
(useful for determining possible double patenting rejections? 
and foreign search reports. Petition, page 4. re 3 ec tions) , 

Rather than be required to submit, via a paper codv each ™™ 

I J 5v PaP ^ r °° P:LeS ° f ref erences; the paper copies to be 
submitted in only the "holding" application; 

(b) the other related pending U.S. applications, hereafter 

contain ^2 33 the ^V^g applications, wiling* " 
contain the paper set of reference copies but will contain 
other information, e.g., a copy of thl decision on peti^ion^ 

^uTv^en?, S "tnd Pr ° CedUre ~^ ° f the ™ ^ 

o^inrorma:^?"' 0 t00l " S contai -^ different types 

moni-h? f0rma 5i 0n su PP lied via the paper copies would be updated 

anf c^cellatKn'of^hL" 6061 ^ fr0m U ' S and forei ^ -examiners, 
ana cancellation of this arrangement would be an option for both 

Reference to MPEP 2001.05, Petition, page 3. 

h«-« ^tition, page 3. The present petition requesting relief 
does not set forth any commitment nor intent by applicant to 
screen such information for relevancy to each of ?he u S 
applications in which the information is being citeS. 

application! 1 ^ 1131 ° f Wh±Ch W ° Uid be ±n the insta nt holding 
4 Sse„ Petition under 37 CFR 1.182, infra. 
5 See., Petition under 37 CFR 1.183, infra. , J 
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Petitioner and t-h 

trea^enr o f a i n ?"^ ial ly requested relief in t- 
. submitted indepfnSen^n? ln 3n el ectronic seamen"? (1 > 
compliance with ?S J £ • * ny Particular apoli^- ° 01 ' to be 
applications Li ?of UbmiSsion requirement? J tl0n ' as 'in 
each referee in abilit y to prov^e 311 bulk *iHng 

filing appi ic | t ^ n an submission i£ only^e *° Pies °* 

two additional se?I it lnst ant holding a L"' f ° f the bulk 
^ each appii^on ° f co Pies rather thJn S tl0n) as Wel1 as 
^ c onsid PP ed Cation for hich the referent (^S^f?^^ re ^ired 
other and drawn ^ nese two areas of relief ■ clt ation) i s to 

Petition hfs a ^ en ^«f t ^«ere„t r^'foE" ISST^ °* e ^ h 

not. in factriegu?"'^ he Wting Sf rajief ?S W ° Uld be «* 
Moreover, in vfeTof .-^ grantll >9 of refie? i".?" 6 area d °« 
relief related ?5 the need to further ™f *2 the other, 
"quested re?ief 0 ls ^e; le0tr0nic tST^L"" "nested 

9rant of the «i«&T^2E;r? ly -»it. ij SS^'J-^., 

The * Atinz— ^ ler^ r^^ p 

consider^ f^S/gi^on -3 -o^STj! „ f °7^ -pies 
§ 1-182 shall not hf I Accordingly th^^J • n * eded to fully 

the instant .deSSi™ decide <l at this time an V etltlon undar Y 
continue to be Jnn° ,° n the S 1-183 peS?iSS ^ not treated in 
course. considered, with a ^^^^^111 



presented ly t h7 n D t 2 t ^ that Petitioner believe, «-h • 
another as both tK ° n may not be decided * f h * ±SSUes 
tool issue representor C ° Py issue and the e^X^ 1 * ° f one 
^-closure isLe^^^r^HT^^? F^S^S^S** 1 

' petition, fn. 5. 
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Jfitition Undpr 3 7 CFfr , , - Par)er Con> P , 



Peti^offe^ PStiti0n ° f $13 ° Wil1 be trea ted as the S 1.183 

provIL^'copy^f^Il'^te^r inf °^ ation disclosure statement 
submitted undL 37 ck P fl7 l;/^ 110 ^ 10118 ° r ° ther information 
CFR 1.97 notes that fn^' V consideration by the Office. 37 
considereS in reaard tf tZ 1 ° n 1 dlsclosure statements are 
See also MPEP 6oT pace 600 to? llCa ^°\™ wh ^h they are filed. 
103, left-hand column 9 6 °°- 102 ' «-9ht-hand column, and page 600- 

^oV^S!k e f tUna er that thS ±nStant ^Plication is 

filed in regard to a 1:L ? atlons that will be or have been 

Petitioner ? a aues?« ? %h a r ^ ar J teChn ° lc>gy - Accordingly, 
referent brgught to tL^j^^ of ^Ich 

any one iAdiv?du^ attention of the Office in regard to 

in each SS^icIg^iSt re <* uired to b * submitted 

complete s^i-c ^• Llcax::Lon • Rather, it is requested that three 

for the iSSln? Pa ? Sr COP±eS be P etmi tted to be filed: one set 
applJc^tionrSne^^tfbrured 0 ? b f .^-^ated as Tho^ng 

the technology? and one ^t- J V° es ^ ablish new subclasses for 
either or bo?h'o? thl oth^ £wo ? Sed as a reference set should 
Pages 6 and 7) tW ° SStS become corrupted (Petition, 

SiiSSJ s^s n 55s:i. i s a s ss i :ss' ^ - p«p°»- t hat 

than every time ?™ %!5 submissions once a month, rather 

frames requ^eS bv Tl if^^S t* f ° Und ' though the .time 

be updated „r,::„.ii n fc ea S? °5- tne bullc filin 9 applications) would 
time the three ^ on time requirements of § 1.97, each 

e three sets of paper copies are updated. The petition is 

determinant P resumab l v «P to the Technology Center to 

h ° W bSSt t0 St ° re the -t Y and how it* to be 
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silent as to whether other types of information that may be 
submitted in the holding application IDS, e.g., concise 
explanations of foreign language documents under § 1.98(a)(3), 
would also be supplied in all the bulk filing applications. 

Suspens ion of action: In view of the use of the instant 
application as a holding application (to contain a complete set 
of paper copies of reference citations, which can be consulted by 
the examiner when examining any of the other bulk filing 
applications that have a Form 1449 but not the paper copies) , the 
petition states that upon allowance of the instant holding 
application the right is reserved to file a petition to suspend 
action in the instant application so that the application can 
remain as the holding application (Petition, page 7) . 
Alternatively, upon agreement of the Assignee and a Director of 
the Technology Center involved, an alternate application may be 
designated as the holding application. 

New su bclasses : The petition envisions an affirmative duty on the 
Technology Center to establish new subclasses that will include 
each of the references submitted during the course of prosecution 
of the bulk filing applications. 8 In addition, the Office is to 
agree that w [ejxaminers will be required to search these newly 
created subclasses" (from submissions by the Assignee and later 
by others) "as part of the routine patent prosecution process." 
Petition, page 8. 

Termination: Petitioner seeks a right of termination, 9 which is 
to be a mutual option. Termination is to be by written notice, 
to the attorney of record if the Office terminates and -the filing 
of a termination request and by contacting the Director oi TC 
2800 if applicant terminates. Conventional IDS procedures "would 
begin three months after notice of termination. 



8 The new subclasses will later be supplemented by references 
supplied by others who may file applications related to the same 
technology. 

9 Although termination is discussed under a section related 
to licensing of the electronic search tool and the petition 
generally (Petition^ pages 10 and 11)., it is presumed that 
Petitioner intends to have the termination provision apjAj^ to the 
waiver of paper copies if that alone is granted. * 
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37 CFR 1.183 provides relief for extraordinary situations, when 
justice requires suspension of any requirement of the regulations 
which is not a requirement of the statutes. The instant petition 
urges that not only would applicant be spared the necessity of 
submitting duplicative paper copies of references in 200 
applications, but also the Office would benefit from not having 
to handle and store the duplicative sets of copies. While there 
may be some negative effects from the Office's point of view in 
terms of making the copies available to different examiners 
handling the various applications, 10 on balance, there is seen to 
be sufficient benefit to justify waiver in this instance- 
Accordingly, the petition under 37 CFR 1.183 is granted to the 
extent indicated and under the terms and conditions as are set 
forth below. 11 



Even thought the technology of the applications may be 
related, the specific claims of the applications may require 
different classifications of the applications and the quantity of 
applications would dictate the need for more than one examiner to 
timely examine the applications. 

xl The waiver being granted in this instance is not intended 
to set a general precedent where there is more than one 
application containing related subject matter. The Office, 
however, intends to use the instant grant to study whether the 
opportunity for waiver can be extended to other applicants in 
similar circumstances, and whether a more general program can be 
announced. . One factor that will be considered is the e'xtent to 
which relevant information (that may not be necessarily repaired 
by § 1.56(b) but which would nonetheless be useful to the 
examiner, e.g., § 1.56(a) (1) and (2)), is submitted rather than 
huge dumps of nonrelevant or marginally relevant information. 

It is noted that while the petition only refers to the 
submission of citations that are made by both U.S. and foreign 
examiners, the term "include" is used (Petition, page 2) which is 
open ended. The Petition states that it is the intention to 
submit a copy of every reference identified both by U.S. 
examiners in the 200 U.S. applications and by foreign examiners 
in as many as 40 corresponding foreign applications for each U.S. 
application (Petition, page 3). It has not been stated whether . 
the current 671 reference citations currently of record represent 
only those citations made by U.S. and foreign examiners 4n 
whether they include citations from other sources, such a&a 
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The § 1.98(a)(2) requirement for (the submission of) a copy of 
each IDS citation in a bulk filing application will be waived in 
the bulk filing application provided that the following 8 
conditions are complied with: 

1) Three paper copies of each IDS citation are or have 
been submitted to the Office; 

2) The (bulk filing) application for which waiver of 

§ 1.98(a) (2) is desired refers to the instant holding 
application, such as by a claim of priority under 35 
U.S.C. 120, or as containing related technology; 

3) The information is or has also been cited in the 
holding application; 

Note: Applicant is not required to cite in each bulk 
filing application every item of information that is 
cited in the instant holding application. Items should 
be cited in each bulk filing application on the basis 
of relevancy and materiality to the particular claims 
in the bulk filing application and what each piece of 
information teaches. 

A waiver is not granted (for the requirement to supply 
a paper copy of an IDS citation in another bulk filing 
application) where the citation is not, or has not 
been, made in the instant holding application. 

4) A copy of this Decision is filed in the bulk 'filing 
application; * 

5) Explanatory information related to a particular 
.citation, such as the concise explanation of a foreign 
language reference under § 1.98(a)(2), once submitted 
in the holding application must be supplied in each 
bulk filing application where the citation is made. 

6) The Office accepts and specifically reserves the right 
to terminate the waiver grant in regard to § 1.98(a) (2) 
without provision of reasons. In such event, a two 
month period will be given where paper copies would 



preexamination search or third party citations. 
Petition, page 19. 



See aldft " x 



• 
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have to be supplied in all applications where new 
citations are made. Should a termination of the waiver 
be desired by the Office, the Office will provide 
written notice to the correspondence address of record. 
Termination by applicant may be by returning to 
compliance with § 1.98(a)(2) without formal notice 
thereof and no transition/continuing period after 
termination is required. 

7) The grant of the § 1.183 petition re § 1.98(a)(2) does 
not indicate that the Office would favorably treat a 
petition to suspend action under § 1.103(a) should the 
instant application be allowed. Issuance of the 
instant application as a patent is not seen to 
terminate its usefulness either: (1) as a holding 
application for references by examiners working on 
other related applications, 12 or (2) as a vehicle for 
the storage of references to be cited even after the 
patent issues (35 U.S.C. 301, 37 CFR 1.501, and MPEP 
2202) . Should the instant application become 
abandoned, the issue of continued introduction of paper 
copies of new citations could be taken up at that time. 
The Office, however, may consider suspending or taking 
other appropriate action in the instant holding 
application in the event the holding application is 
allowed, if it is in the best interest of the Office to 
do so. 

8) The Office has established a series of Official Digests 
in Class 17 4 based on the technology represented by the 
instant invention (a classification schedule thaxeof is 
attached). As is the case will all Digests, their 
usefulness will be continually evaluated. The Office 
will place the holding application' s references in the 
Digests as they are determined to require such 
placement and as new ones are brought to the attention 
of the Office either by Petitioner or a third party. A 
search of the Digests themselves or what they contain 
(such as the holding application or reference copy 
sets) , either in paper copy or electronic form, will be 



l2 The patent file can be kept in the Technology Center for 
easy reference, or rather than rely upon the patent, either the 
reference set of paper copies could be utilized, or the^)£fice 
may decide to rely on the Digests being created. ; * 
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conducted when mandatory based on the classification of 
the claims, or when deemed advisable - on a case by 
case basis . 

Part TV, Summary 

A Decision on the Petition under 37 CFR 1.182, drawn toward 
submission of the electronic search tool, will be acted upon in 
due course when all outstanding issues are resolved. 

The petition under 37 CFR 1.183 agreeing to supply three copies 
of each IDS citation in a holding application and requesting 
waiver of the paper copy requirement for submission in every 
related application under § 1.98(a) (2) is granted, however, the 
following is not agreed to: 

the grant of a future petition under 37 CFR 1.103 for 
suspension from publication of the holding application 
should it be allowed, 

the required search of subclasses from one of the three 
sets of paper copies and placement of one of the other 
sets of paper copies therein, and 
- any termination provision more than two months (rather 
than the three months that the petition sets forth) 
from notice of termination. 

Part V. F urther Correspondence 

Further correspondence with respect to this matter should be 
addressed to Hiram H. Bernstein, Senior Legal Advisor, Special 
Program Law Office, as follows: 

Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks A 
Box DAC 

Washington, D.C. 20231 
(703) 308-6916 

Attn: Special Program Law Office 

Special Program Law Office 
Crystal Plaza Four, Suite 3C23 
2201 South Clark Place 
Arlington, VA 22202 

Telephone inquiries specific to this matter should be directed to 
Mr. Bernstein at (703) 305-9285. 
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By mail: 

By FAX: 
By hand: 
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The instant application will be retained by this Office: for a 
periqd^a£ TWO MONTHS to await any response to the instant 

Sri, and for the purpose of continuing review of the § 1.182 
ilectronic search tool. 




Law Office 

puty Assistant Commissioner 
y and Projects 



Attachment: List of Digests 13-33 




Digest 13 HIGH VOLTAGE CABLE (E.G., ABOVE 10KV, CORONA PREVENTION, ETC.) 

Digest 14 . Having a particular cable application (e.g., winding, etc.) 

Digest 15 . . In a power generation system (e.g., prime-mover dynamo, generator system, etc.) 

Digest 16 . . In a motive power system (e.g., electric motor control system, etc.) 

Digest 17 . . In an electric power conversion, regulation, or protection system 

Digest 18 . . In a power distribution network 

Digest 19 . . In a dynamo-electric machine 

Digest 20 ...Stator 

Digest 21 ... Rotor 

Digest 22 ... Winding, per se 

Digest 23 . . In a circuit breaker, relay, or switch 

Digest 24 . . In an inductive device (e.g., reactor, electromagnet, etc) 

Digest 25 ... Transformer 

Digest 26 . Having a plural-layer insulation system 

Digest 27 . . Including a semiconductive layer 

Digest 28 ... Plural semiconductive layers 

Digest 29 . Having a semiconductive layer 

Digest 30 . Having insulation with a particular dimension or geometry 

Digest 31 . Having a shield or metallic layer 

Digest 32 . Having means for cooling 

Digest 33 . Method of cable manufacture, assembly, repair, or splicing 



